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REMARKS 

Status of the Claims! 

After amendment, claims 1-7, 10-24, and 49-72 appending after amendment. Claims 3, 
12, 23, 24, 51, 54, 58, and 60-71 have been amended, claims 8-9 and 25-48 have been canceled. 
Claims 1-2, 4-7, 10-24, 49-50, and 52-53 have been allowed. Claims 3, 12, 51, 54, 55, and 58-71 
currently stand rejected. Claims 56, 57, and 72 have been objected to. 

Summary of the Substance of Telent ionic Interview withihe Examiner on November 8. 20ns 
Amendments to clarify the language of claims were discussed by Applicants' 
representative and Examiner Ruth Davis. 

Rejection of Claims 3. 12. 51. 54. 55. an d 58-71 Under 35 U.S.C. Si 12. Second Paragrap h 
Claims 3, 12, 51, 54, 55, and 58-71 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second 
paragraph. The term "or artificial and natural life forms" was found to be unclear in claims 3 and 
51, and the phrase has been deleted making the claims allowable. 

The phrase "animal derivative" in claims 12 and 60,! which was found to be unclear has 
been deleted from the claims. 

Claims 54, 58, and 60-69 have been amended to make it clear that the recited polymers 
are in addition to the claimed pluromc polymer. Because claims 55 and 59 depend from claims 
54 and 58, which have been amended to be allowable, these claims should now also be 
allowable. Claims 70 and 71 were also found to be unclear and have been amended to make 
their language more clear. Similarly, claims 23 and 24 have been amended in a manner 
corresponding to that of claims 70 and 71. Applicant respectfully requests Ibat the rejection of 
claim, 3, 12, 51, 54, 55, aod 58-71 b= withdrawn. ^ ^y^^ C0P Y 

Objection to Claims 56. 57. and 72 
Claims 56, 57, and 72 were objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
indicating that the claim would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Since these claims depend from claims 
that have been amended to be allowable or that have already been deemed allowable (e.g., claim 
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56 depends directly from claim 49, which has been allowed), the claims objected to should now 
be allowable. 



Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing, the application is respectf ally submitted to be in condition for 
allowance, and prompt favorable action thereon is earnestly solicited. 

If there are any questions regarding this amendment or the application in general, a 
telephone call to the undersigned would be appreciated since this should expedite the prosecution 
of the application for all concerned. 

If necessary to effect a timely response, this paper should be considered as a petition for 
an Extension of Time sufficient to effect a timely response^ please charge any deficiency in fees 
or credit any overpayments to Deposit Account No. 50-3420 (95 176694-003001). 

Respectfully submitted, 
Baker & McKfenzie LLP 
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